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DETAILED ACTION 

• Claims 1-10 and 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Corbin, et al, U.S. Patent Number 5,734,814. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-10 and 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Corbin, et al, U.S. Patent Number 5,734,814. 

3. Regarding claim 1: 

a. Regarding the limitation of "accessing checkpoint data within the production 
server," Corbin discloses a system with a cache for storing data and parity of 
checkpoints. (Lines 1-3 of Column 2) 

b. Regarding the limitation of "distributing the checkpoint data; and storing the 
distributed checkpoint data on the plurality of backup servers," Corbin discloses a 
system with wherein the checkpoint data can be distributing across disk drives using a 
RAID-5 configuration for data and parity information. (Lines 16-22 of Column 2). 

4. Regarding claim 2, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
copying the data and parity to drives and storing the data on them. (Lines 16-22 and Lines 58- 
60 of Column 2). 
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5. Regarding claim 3, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
creating sub-segments groups of data to be spread across the disk drives. (Lines 58-60 of 
Column 2). 

6. Regarding claim 4, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
striping across a plurality of disks. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

7. Regarding claim 5, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
creating parity groups. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

8. Regarding claim 6, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
striping across a plurality of disks and creating parity groups. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

9. Regarding claim 7, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which involves mirror data 
across a plurality of disk drives. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

10. Regarding claim 8, Corbin discloses a system wherein the data can be recovered from 
the RAID-5 system from a failure of the system by reconstructing data from parity information. 
(Lines 4-20 of Column 7). 

11. Regarding claim 9: 

c. Regarding the limitation of "a production server for generating checkpoint data," 
Corbin discloses a system with a cache for storing data and parity of checkpoints. 
(Lines 1-3 of Column 2) 

d. Regarding the limitation of "means for forming distributed checkpoint data 
comprising sub-segments of the checkpoint data," Corbin discloses a system with RAID- 
5, which inherently includes creating sub-segments groups of data to be spread across 
the disk drives. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

e. Regarding the limitation of "a plurality of backup servers for storing the distributed 
checkpoint data, where each of the backup servers in said plurality of backup servers 
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stores at least one sub-segment of the distributed checkpoint data," Corbin discloses a 
system with wherein the checkpoint data can be distributing across disk drives using a 
RAID-5 configuration for data and parity information. (Lines 16-22 of Column 2). 

12. Regarding claim 10, Corbin discloses a system wherein the party and data are 
calculated on the computer system. (Lines 6-8 of Column 2). 

13. Regarding claim 12, Corbin discloses a system wherein the party and data are 
calculated on the computer system. (Lines 6-8 of Column 2). 

14. Regarding claim 13, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
striping across a plurality of disks and creating parity groups. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

15. Regarding claim 14, Corbin discloses a system with a cache for storing data and parity 
of checkpoints. (Lines 1-3 of Column 2). Corbin discloses a system with wherein the 
checkpoint data can be distributing across disk drives using a RAID-5 configuration for data and 
parity information. (Lines 16-22 of Column 2). 

16. Regarding claim 15, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
creating parity groups. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

17. Regarding claim 16, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
striping across a plurality of disks and creating parity groups. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

18. Regarding claim 17: 

f. Regarding the limitation of "accessing checkpoint data that is produced by a first 
server," Corbin discloses a system with a cache for storing data and parity of 
checkpoints. (Lines 1-3 of Column 2) 

g. Regarding the limitation of "segmenting the checkpoint data; and supplying the 
segments of checkpoint data to a plurality of second servers," Corbin discloses a system 
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with wherein the checkpoint data can be segmented across disk drives using a RAID-5 
configuration for data and parity information. (Lines 16-22 of Column 2). 

19. Regarding claim 18, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
creating parity groups. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

20. Regarding claim 19, Corbin discloses a system with RAID-5, which inherently includes 
striping across a plurality of disks and creating parity groups. (Lines 58-60 of Column 2). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

21 . Claim 1 1 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Tim Bonura. 

o The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri: 8:30-5:00. 
o The examiner can be reached at: 571-272-3654. 

23. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, please contact the 
examiner's supervisor, Scott Baderman. 

o The supervisor can be reached on 571-272-3644. 

24. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned are: 

o 703-872-9306 for all patent related correspondence by FAX. 
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25. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov/ . Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

26. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is: 571-272-2100. 

27. Responses should be mailed to: 

o Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Tim Bonura 
Examiner 
Art Unit 21 14 



January 3, 2007 




